Objective. Many studies investigating contact theory have suggested that contact effects are not universal but rather conditional. In this article, we test one form of conditional contact effects. Our approach posits that contact with out-groups produces support for pro-minority public policies only when in-group members are not subject to contrary messages from co-partisans. Methods. We use data from an original survey to test this theory in the immigration policy domain. Results. We find strong confirmatory evidence that the emergence of contact effects on support for a path to citizenship for undocumented immigrants is dependent on party identification. Conclusion. When information from the social environment and those from the party coincide, they reinforce each other producing more tolerant policy preferences. However, when the two are not congruent, individuals may use partisanship to help interpret contextual information, thus cancelling out the positive effects of intergroup contact on policy opinions.
Introduction
The American electorate is divided on how best to handle the issue of undocumented immigration and whether inclusion or restriction/deportation is the preferred course of government action. Research on immigration policy preferences has focused on two key drivers of attitude formation: inter-group interactions and partisanship/ideology. A substantial literature in political science, sociology, and social psychology has sought to understand how various types of personal and group-level interactions between people from different racial and ethnic groups influence the way members of the majority perceive of those in the minority and how those perceptions turn into political preferences. The contact hypothesis, originating with Allport (1954) and extensively tested by psychologists, suggests that direct (e.g., Pettigrew 1998; Pettigrew and Tropp 2006) and mediated (Crisp et al. 2008; Schiappa et al. 2007; Wright et al. 1997 ) interactions with out-groups serve to reduce prejudice. A different tradition in political science seeks to tie public attitudes and preferences to partisan identities and ideologies (Zaller 1992 (Zaller , 1991 Iyengar 1991; Kinder and Mendelberg 1995; Nelson and Oxley 1999) . In this view, partisanship acts as an information shortcut that guides people's policy choices and allows them to make political decisions at low cost (Lupia 1994; Lupia and McCubbins 1998) .
Here, we argue that preferences about immigration policy are influenced by the interaction of out-group contact and the partisan context. Specifically, we posit that contact with minorities reduces prejudice by providing stereotype-challenging information about out-groups (e.g. Allport 1954). However, the knowledge that comes from social interaction is not the only readily available information about how out-groups should be treated by public policy. In addition to outgroup affect, on matters of public policy, individuals also use their party preferences to understand which policies to support and which to oppose (e.g. Carsey and Layman 2006) . We expect that when the cues from the social environment and those from the partisan context coincide, they reinforce each other producing more tolerant policy preferences.
However, when the two are not congruent, political party preferences may trump social interaction, thus cancelling out or even reversing the positive effects of intergroup contact on policy opinions. We test this hypothesis using an original survey which incorporates specific measures of interpersonal contact with Latinos, the group most frequently associated with immigration, and attitudes toward immigration policy. The analysis supports our theory: the connection between interpersonal contact and support for a path to citizenship for undocumented immigrants is contingent on partisan preferences.
Intergroup Contact: Process and Effects
In his seminal book, The Nature of Prejudice, Gordon Allport (1954) proposed that interaction between members of various social groups can help reduce perceptions of social distance, weaken stereotypes and prejudice, and foster good will. Allport's "contact hypothesis" has been tested in hundreds of studies in the U.S. and across the world since the 1960s (for a review, see: Pettigrew and Tropp 2006) Importantly for this study, the contact hypothesis has also been tested extensively on the connection between direct interactions between whites and Latinos and/or immigrants in the United States, and both group affect and policy preferences about immigration. Numerous studies have found that white-Latino friendships promote cross-group understanding and reduce the expression of anti-Latino sentiments among whites (Wright and Tropp 2005; Aberson et al. 2004; Page-Gould et al. 2008; Levin et al. 2003; O'Neil and Tienda 2010; Dixon 2006) . They also reduce the principle-implementation gap, producing stronger support for racial policies (Dixon et al. 2007 ). Specifically on immigration issues, Ellison, et al. (2011) show that friendship with Latinos is strongly correlated with more positive attitudes toward Latinos and a preference for less restrictive immigration policies (c.f., Stein et al. 2000) .
Partisanship and the Limits of the Contact Hypothesis
Despite being considered "one of psychology's most effective strategies for improving intergroup relations" (Dovidio, Gaertner, and Kawakami 2003, 5) , contact alone is well understood to be insufficient for decreasing social animosity (Pettigrew 1998, 68; Allport 1954; Pettigrew and Tropp 2006) . Allport (1954) , in his original formulation of intergroup contact theory, included what he referred to as "institutional" support as a condition for contact to be effective. As Pettigrew (1998, 67) as children but not the parents of DACA recipients. These policy differences reflect normative differences between the parties related to the treatment of out-groups.
Given that Allport conditioned contact effects on cues from authority and, as noted earlier, party identification theory has intimated the importance of the social context, we suggest that the study of public opinion on immigration policy is ripe for applying an integrated theory that takes into account the interaction of the social and the political environment. We therefore 
Data and Methods
The contact-cue interaction approach specifies the conditional relationship between contact and partisanship. As a result of contact with an out-group, an individual may experience increased support for pro-minority policies as the contact hypothesis would suggest, or they may be unaffected by contact depending on their party preferences.
We test our conditional hypothesis using an original survey conducted by the UMass Lowell Center for Public Opinion. This survey was administered online by YouGov in May of 2013 and includes 1,000 respondents from a national sample, 923 of whom answered a question about giving children who were brought to the country illegally a path to citizenship if they attend college or serve in the military.
2 In this survey, we are able to measure interpersonal 2 Our original survey was collected online by YouGov and subsequently matched to characteristics from the American Community Survey to achieve a representative sample. This contact. All respondents were asked "Do you personally know anyone who is Latino/Hispanic?" However, this question wording is the standard in the literature and does attempt to capture the "proximity" of the contact the respondent knows best.
Models and Analysis
Our outcome variable for this survey consists of four choices, ranging from strong opposition (0) to strong support (3) for a path to citizenship for undocumented immigrants who were brought to the United States as children. Since the outcome variable consists of four categories, we employ an ordered logit model. In this model we interact party identification with four personal-level contact measures. The comparison group is those who have no Latino/Hispanic contacts.
[ Table 1 about here]
Our findings support our hypothesis. People who have Latino family members, friends and acquaintances are all more supportive of a path to citizenship. Interestingly, the "Latino coworkers" variable has no effect on support for a path to citizenship. For each of the three contact variables that are significant, the effect varies depending on an individual's partisan identification. It is not straightforward to interpret the substance of these effects because we have a nonlinear model and four interaction terms. Thus, we present an illustrative figure of the substance of the effects in Figure 1 . Because we have 7 different groups for which we present predicted values, presenting the confidence intervals around the predicted values would make the graph unreadable. We include in Table 2 the predicted values and confidence intervals for interested readers which demonstrate the statistical significance of the substantive effects pictured.
[ Figure 1 about here] 
Reliability Checks
Following Dyck and Pearson-Merkowitz (2014), we also examined whether or not there were significant differences in the generalization of the contact effect by political knowledge.
This is important as we are arguing that partisanship prevents the acquisition of contact effects for Republicans. If this is true, this should be an effect more likely observed among more 4 It is important to note that Democrats were no more likely than Republicans to report knowing a Latino person: 24% of strong Democrats and 26% of strong Republicans said they did not know any Latino/Hispanic individuals. The forms of contact are also the same for the different partisan groups. Republicans, Democrats and Independents were all equally likely to say they had a Latino contact that was each of the categories.
knowledgeable respondents who are more aware of what the party line is on an issue at any given moment. We find support for this assertion. We accomplish this by splitting the sample into 2 categories -high knowledge and low knowledge -using a 5-point knowledge scale built on a question about partisan control of the House and Senate, and 3 open-ended questions which ask respondents if they know the jobs of John Boehner, David Cameron and John Roberts.
Approximately 50% of respondents answered three or more questions correctly, while 50% answered fewer than three questions correctly, making for an easy choice in where to split the sample. The results, which are simply the model from Table 1 , run by splitting political knowledge, are presented in Table 3 . The results here conform to our theoretic expectations and are consistent with the results from Dyck and Pearson-Merkowitz (2014). The partisan-contact interactions are only significant among the sub-group with higher levels of political knowledge; the coefficients are in the right direction, but there is considerably more noise in the estimates for the low knowledge group. All of this supports the contact-cue interaction theory's assertion that partisan differences in the generalization of the contact effect are driven by partisan cues. As a secondary check on our results, we also ran our analysis using the 2006 Cooperative Congressional Election Study (CCES). Unfortunately, this dataset does not have a specific question about Latino contact. Instead we employed a variable measuring the percent of the population that is Hispanic in the zip code the respondent lives in. The zip code was chosen because it was the smallest geographic identifier available. The results are substantively equivalent to those produced with our superior measure of contact effects in our original dataset.
This analysis is available in Table 4 Table 5 summarizes the findings from these considered alternatives. In each case, the model presented in Table 1 is preferred to alternative specifications using both AIC and BIC. Therefore, alternative treatments of partisanship, ideology, and views on Fox News as dummy variables lead to poorer model fit.
Conclusion
inherently interactive hypothesis between first-and second-order variables. The data, therefore, call for a multilevel model. Since our outcome variable is dichotomous, we employ a hierarchical generalized linear mixed model with a logit-link function which is coded 1 for respondents who said they would vote for a pathway to citizenship for undocumented immigrants and 0 for those who responded that they would vote against a path to citizenship. We present two sets of models.
In Table 4 , we present general contextual effects, where level 2 variables are modeled on our dependent variable linearly as a shift in the constant term of the level 1 model. This model allows us to test for context effects generally. In Model 2, we present our model with the inclusion of the interaction term which allows us to assess if intergroup contact affects people's policy preferences differently depending on their partisan identification.
The literature in social psychology and political science has provided ample support for the idea that positive inter-group contact can produce tolerance. However, this paradigm has not fully heeded Allport's (1954) vision and thus has not specified the outer boundaries of the theory and the conditions under which the beneficial effects of social contact may not be realized (Dovidio et al. 2003) . This is especially problematic when we know that a number of other information sources in addition to inter-group contact are influential in shaping people's attitudes toward out-groups. Individuals are part of a complex information environment: under different conditions, information derived from inter-group contact may be more or less credible, influential or legitimate. In turn, the likelihood that an individual will generalize the positive knowledge from inter-personal contact with members of an out-group to public policy issues is conditional upon other influences that enable the individual to interpret and attach meaning to these interactions.
Among the most powerful constraints on attitude formation are those created by party identification. Partisanship can interact with the information that people receive from their social context and in some instances they may cancel out or overshadow the positive effects of social contact. As our study shows, partisan identification plays an important role in how the signals from the social context will be received and interpreted, and what impact they will have on a person's attitudes relating to out-groups. When Democrats are exposed to out-groups, the positive effect of contact can be amplified as it interacts with the inclusive attitudes emitted by the party. This in turn makes them more open to inclusive policy proposals such as the path to citizenship for undocumented immigrants. Conversely, the positive effect of contact may be reduced or cancelled out for Republicans because the party rejects inclusive policy. 
